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ABSTRACT ^ ' , 

Because qf the large number .of vocational agriculture 
programs in Texas public ^^chools ^and the large sum expended annually 
on their| curriculum materials^ ^ study was undertaken to determine 
the suitability of single topi'q^ student materials and of .state 
adopted textbooks for both group ^nd individual instf uotiona^ 
purposes* Prom a random "^sample of U25 vocational agriculture , teachers 
chosen to be surveyedr .UO(X returned the opinionnaire^ Baged on a A 
statistical a^alysis^ of the^ir responses, the following were 
concluded: (1) both single topic student a^aterials and State adopted 
textbooks should continue to be used in' Texas for both individual and 
group instructional purposes; (2) a majority of .teachers favor single 
topic student materials dver state ^^dopted te^xtbooks; (3) teetchers 
prefer iiardbound to paperback student materials; and (U) teachers in 
different geographical' areas perceive different needs in student 
materials. The following topics were recommended for future studies: 
the relationship tietween the teachers^ - viewp6ints'an4 factors such as 
geogrja phical location, department size, tenure levely and average 
number of students per teacher; an assessment of which state adppted 
textbooks are not up-to-d,^te and technically a,ccurate;^and the 
replication of this study in" oth'^r states for tile basis of comparison 
and after five yeai?^ an Texas to determine if deficiencies in student 
materials have been corrected. (ELG^ 
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FOREWARD 



. In an era ofv, concern about the rising costs of Instruction, Increasing 

""I/iterest In Individualized approaches to Instructjbn, e;^I stence *of a greater 
variety d:f printed instructional materials, and dorferent areas of In- 
struction In vdcationaM agriculture^ questions about the value of both single 
topix materials, such'Jas bulletins or pamphlets, and state adopted textbooks 
for either group or individual instruction in vocational aqrlcujture arise, 
■ Conseque/it 1 y , Dr. Joe Kof:rlik, while serving as Instructor in the Department, 
undertook the timely research study summari zed >tterei n . ; 

. i if^J^ ... ' .> ■ " 

The findings, contlusr¥hs, implications, and recommendat i'jons reported 

by Dr. Kotrlik will be of interest to curriculum developers, textbook' 

publishers, and Texas Education Agency personnel, concerned with providing 

the best poss i^bl e i nstruct lonal materials for the teacher^r of vocatlon^'1 

agriculture in Texas. Whiie the research r;;egorted was conducted in Texas, 

it is reasonable to expect that some of the perceptions and concerns expressed 

by Texas teachers may- In fact be similar to those of teachers in other states. 

Therefore, concerned and curious, persons in o*ther states may wish to repli^jate 

this study to determine if teachers i fl their states hold similar peri:eptlons 

about the Instructional materials available to them. 



For additional information on the study, the .rea(;ler\^aji^Jy.J sh to contact 
Dr. Joe W. Kot r 1 i k , As s i s tan t Professor, Department of A^ricuTtural Education, 
208 Stubbs Hall, Louisiana State University, Baton Rouge," Lou is i ana ,. 70803,, 
His telephone number is (50^)^388-5748. > . . ' 

) . ■ ' V- 

Jamejs E. Chl'Ist'i ansen , Professor * 
-DepaTtment of ^'Agrl cu 1 tu ra 1 Ed,'uca)t f'on 
Texas A&M UniversitY 
Col^ ege Station, Jexas 778^3 
' l^ay\ 1978 



DEDICATION 



This summary report Is dedicated to ttie- 400 Texas 'fteachers of vocational 
agriculture who contributed the data needed to answer th&.^uestions addressed 
in this study. . ^ . 7 
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SUlfABlL^'Y .oV AVAILABLr: STUDENT MATKRIALS FOR INDIVIDUAL AND CROUP 
INSTRUCTIONAL ['URPOSKS TN TKXAS VOCATIONAL AGRICULTURE PROGRAMS 

Introduct ion 

Since tlie i inp Ionu»n ta t: ion of vocntlonal agriculture programs In Texa-s , 
vociitional agriculture teachers have utilized the textbooks made available 
to them as a result of both state legislation and Texas Education Agency 
policy that provides for a state level textbook adq|ption process and free 
textbook program. Due to the constantly broadening riature of the vocation- 
al agriculture programs, tlie number of textbook titles approved through the 
state a^doption process has increased periodically. In addition to these 
textbooks, Vocational Instructional Services, a Texas Education Agency cur- 
riculum material development center, began producing curriculum materials 
for use by teachers in 1965, and also initiated the production of curriculum 
materials designed specifically for use by students in Texas vocational ag- 
riculture programs in 197 5- 

Currently, the Texas Education Agency supplies free state adopted text- 
books to Texas vocational agriculture programs for use by their^ttiderits - 
The textboo(ts supplied are high in quality; however, there ^^ppeared to be 
differing opinions among Texas vocational agriculture teachers ck6 to the 
suitability of the state adopted textbooks for student materials purposes as 
evidenced by conversations with and comments of vocational agriculture 
teachers from around the state. At the same time, disagreement appeared to 
exist among vocational agriculture teachers, teacher educators, and Texas 
Education Agency personnel as to th^ merits of either using more single top- 
ic student mat'erials or using single topic student materials solely. 

Pur j^{KS(^\|ind Objectives 
\ 

The purpose of this studv was to evaluate the suitability of single 
topic student materials ami state .idopted textbooks for group instructional 
purposes and to twaluate tlie sfiitability of state adopted textbooks for in- 
dividual instructional [nirposcs. As a *means of achievi\ig^^th^ purpose, the . 
folli)WLng specific objectives were torraulated: 

1. Determine the suitability of' state adopted textbooks for group 
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sir ^' 1 

instrurt i 1)11,1 1 pi^rp^'J^''^ r^it^cl by voc at. iati-il <»m* leu 1 tu ri* toachrrs. 

?.. Urtcrm[\]i^ iht' suitabiinv s iiH', tA^^lc studtMU materials ft>r 
>',i ()up i!u;trurt purposi^.s .i^^ ratod hy v^K '»tIonal ag^ ^ ^'^^ ' ^^^Jrc Leacl^^tj^^ 

). DettTint xit^ t*^^* JiuItabiNty ni siii^K^ topu^ studtMit materials fc>jr 
general i ns t rue t (('^ iKj i P^^rposes .is raKui by vocational ai^r Iru 1 turt> ter^vhers. 

Dc^U'niUnr tl*'^' ^Hiitabili^y ^'f staK' ''^^^MHod textbooi^^j^ f^r iiuHvLjy- 
al instructional jruv^Ksos (js i^ted by vor.^i I i ^^"^'^1 agriculture teacher^ . 

Determifu' U ^ib i 1 1 1 V of usHi^ ^^A^igle topi<^ student matixftals 

as tlie only soufc,.' ^ 'Kib-^in^Ce r i a 1 s for ,v;l:t^i»P instructional purposes as 
rated by vocatin-fi;! | a^<^Iul>ijre teachers. 

6. Determl^K^ if tht> 'Vocat iona 1 agr I'cMi ture tt^actierf!^ ratings of th^. 
suitability of st.itk^ atiopt^>d textbooks fo\ Rf^^^M^ instructional purpoa/^s ^re 
associated with iM^'ted domo^faphie fact^^'^'^- j 

7^ Determi^L' if ^ho Vocational agr 1 'cmI turo teacbers' ratings of thu 
suitability of s-|ny,U* topi^ ntudent materlAXi^ ior group instructional pur- 
posos art* assoc i^it v«/itli .soU^ted demogr *^pb i^ ^'^ctors. 

8. Detcrmi^v if. tlu> Vocational agricnlitute teachcrvs' ratings of tho 
suitability of sjnvjr tt^i^j^. student m^terU^^i?^ general instruction^) 
pur[)oses are ass^r i a re^^l wltb selected dem^^^^r^jphic- f actors, 

9. Determine If the vocationai agrici^iture teachers' ratings of t^he 
suitability of S|;^a^^ adopted textbooks for instructional pur- 
poses are associ^t^4 v/ith selected demogrA(?l^i^ ^^^ctors. 

10. Determine If ^He vocational agr i^'^iAl^ t»^»re teachers' ratings of the 
suitability of u^ir^g i^inglo topic student rt^^teriaig the only sourc^ of 
such materials f^r Kf^'^P instructional puff7c?s^s are associated with se- 
lected demograph(;c f^-ictors. 

The demogra{^h;tc f^'^ctors used for anai/^l-"^ ^f Variance purposes f^t ob-^ 
jectives six thr^^u^ib ten were the vocational agriculture supervisory ^r^a, 
years of vocatioi^a3. i cu I ture teac hing ^>^perience, number of feache^^s 
within the respoK. JrNn ' departments, t^:,^ oi lege degree held, and aVer- 
age number of s ti^^ du^n r Per te.i^lier. 



Hypothesei^^ 



A review of [Uc literature rc^sul'te'd in the development of a theovetii 

■ t> 

ral base for the .sr:iidy ^hich \od to the f (i^r^uli? t ion of the following ^uU 



hy|)othes(»H 'whit h wen* tested st<U 1st i( a 1 ly in oriler to athlove oh ) tu' t i V(>s 
six throuKli ten: 

1, There Ls no re 1 at t onsli i p hetween tlie vocational aKrIeultiire teaeh- 



ers' ratings of tlie suitability of single topic student materLaJs for group 
Instructional purposes and selected demagraphlc factors, 

3. There is no relationship between the vocational agriculture teach- 
ers' ratings of the suitability of single topic student materials for gen- 
eral instructional purposes and selected demographic factors. 

A. There is no re la tionsliip between the vocational agriculture teach- 
ers' ratings of the suitability of state adopted textbooks for indivlduai 
instructional purposes and selt^cted demographic factors. 

3. There is no relationship between the vocational agriculture te<ich^ 
ers' ratings of the suitability of using single topic student mater ials'^as 
thv only source of such materials fv>r gr^up instructional purposes and se- 
lected demographic factors. 

The demographic factors referenced in these hypotheses^ are those 
listed in the discussion of the objectives. It was not nece^^ry to test 



Tlie need for this study was based on the following factors: 1) the 
large number of vocational agriculture programs in Texas public schools, 
fj^) tlie large sums of money expended annually on curriculum materials in 
the form of both textbooks and single topic student materials, 3) the lack 
of research regarding the suitability of printed curricular and reference 
materials of different types for use in vocational agriculture programs and 
specifically the suitability of textbooks and single topic student materi- 
a^ls for ^student use in these programs, and A) the possibility that differ- 
ing perceptions exist regarding the suitability of textbooks and single 
topic materials fpr student use. Although the literature disclosed that 
much research had been directed toward vocational agriculture curriculuqj 
materials, no comprehensive research concerning the suitability of single 



ers' ratings of the suitability of state adopted textb<M)ks for group In- 
structional purposes and s.elected cU^mographlc factors. 

2." There is no re Tat ionsh ip between the vocational agriculture teach- 



hypotheses to accomplish objectives one through five. 




Need for the Study 



topic matorialM niul t^'XlbookM IDr MLiultMit who hail btuMi (oiului'liui hi Texas . 

'Vhv Hamplc iillll/od wan solfclfd al random from tin* Dtroctory oi Voca- 
Llona l A^r l culturo Toachorsj 1 976-77> ThiH directory llntcd tho namos and 
Si'hoo.ls oi llu» \^42b vocational agrtcullul^c leachcr^H tMnployod In the 90'3 
regular vocational aj^rlculturc programs In Texas diirinK the 197()-77 school 
year. From this list, the namt^s of those tt^achers no longer teaching dur- 
ing the 1977-78 school year in the same school 'as Indicated by tlie 197^-77 
(Ilrt'ctory were deleted from the population. Next, tlie names of thoj^u* fwtni- 
ty t.(sulu^rs who participated in the validation of the u^lnlonnalre werede- 
leted from the population. After those deletions, 1205 teache^rs remained 
on t!ie list. A modified riindom sampling technique was utilized to select 
the A25 teachers to be InVolvi^l In the sfiidy. 

A modified closed-form oplnlonnalre was formulated to., obtain Informa- 
t Ion f rom voca t 1 ona 1 agr leu 1 ture teachers . Percept iou s t a temen ts des f gned 
^o acH^omplish the obj t-c t Ives were developed as a result of reviewing rele- 

s 

^v^\^ literature and conf err Ing" wi th the following professionals in the 
fic^lds of Vocational and Agricultural Kducatlon: 1) ,Texas A^^M UnlvtMsltv 
f^aculty in Vocational and Agricultural Education; 2) Texas vocational ag- 
riculture teachers; 3) Mr. .1. A . ^Margha 1 1 , Director, and Mr. G » ^TT 
Scroggins, Assistant Director, Agricultural Education, Tftxas Education 
Agency; A) Vocational Instructional Services personnel; and 5) ^ KPDA 



Kellows at Texas A&M University. ' . / . . • 

The oplnlonnalre was field tested during the In-Service Educational*^ 
Workshop for Vocational Agriculture Teachers held in Dallas, Texaj5 , during 
the week of August 2-5, 1977. Twenty vocational agriculture teachers se- 
lec ted at random durlng^ the w(^rkshop completed the oplnlonnalre and evalu- 
ated it as to rulevancy, clarity, ^vnd f o^rmat . The information secured from 
this field test was used In rrvisln>^ the op»l nionna i re . f 

[hv modified closed-form opinionnaire tlwit resulted wa.^ divided into 
f ivt^ sections. Secti(Mi I, designed to evaluate t^hose student materials 

> - 

currently available to vocational a);r 1 ciil ture department s ,, con's isted ot 
perception j^tatements respc^ndcd \to on a five-^oint Likert scale. Numerical 
values were^ass igned for all possible responses ^.^s follows: 1 - Stro'ngly 
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DlMaKrer; ? - 1) 1 mm* ; *\ Hiulct I tltul ; 4 - A^iei*; aiul *) - Stron^'.ly 
^»,rt'ii . IN' r('t»f>t I on*; were sntif',h! rt»^;a i tl i U).', the I) \u\v o\ statr adopt t'll text- 
^>o()|<^; for K''*-^*^^ I mm I riu' l I on , J) usf ot j»In^»lc Coptc* stud(»nC mati^rials tor 
^roiip iiifU ruction, 1) t lu» ^tMicral usa^o ot sln^',lt» toplr iiuit t»r la 1 •{ , anil A) 
luu* of Mtatt» adopted tt^xthooks tor 1 nd I v I dua I I zoci t mm t rue t I on * 

SPcti(rn II I'onststtuI ot two st'ts ot semantic d I M crcnl t a 1 scalcvs* dv- 
.sl^iu'd to Kaln additional tufjlf'Jit ot the t eachorf; ' perroptlons c one i»rn I 
state adopted textbi^okM and ^J J ng I e to()lc student materials. Sect.loti III 
was designed to deteriuhu' the suitability of us Inf^ single topic studtMit ma- 
terials as tht^ only source ot sucli materials tpr groui> Instructional [)ur-* 
poses. The perception statements In Section III were responded to on a 
flvc-polnt tvikert scale Identical to the one used In Section I. 

The purpose of Section IV was to obtain pertinent background informa- 
tion coticernlng the ri'spondlng teachers and also to secure summary data 
tliat would aid In thi* analyses of the findii^gs. Section V was to determine 
wh icti ot tlie twctity state adopted textbook titles were ava in the re-- 

s[>ond<*nts* depci r tmen tif and in what numbers by having respondents check one 
of tlie ^f o 1 low 1 ng categories: 1) Ncme, 2) 1-5 copies, 3) 6-15 copies, 
and 4) 16 or more copies. 

All opinionnalres were numerically coded to afford a method oi identi- 
fying non- respondents , to provide the investigator with a means of conduct- 
ing foiiow-up procedures with non-respondents, and to allow a degree of a- 
nonyrnity to eadi respondent. A cover letter was prepared for the signature 

of Mr. J, A. Marshall, Agricultural Education Program Director with the 

/ 

i 

Texas Education Agency. The letter solicited responses from tfie vocational 
agi^iculture teachers^ explained the purpose of the study and planned dispo- 
sititrh of the findings, and gave d i rec t ions for completing and retK^ning 
the op i [1 i c>nna ire. 

On September 10, 1977, a cover le^ti^r from Mr. J^arsliall, an appropri- 
ately coded opin ionna i re , and a jios t age-paid , sel f-addressed , return enve- 
l(^pe were mailed to each ihv A25 vocational agriculture teachers identi- 
fied in ^he sample. During suhsequertt f(^llow-up procedures by both mail 
and phc^e, it was fooind bhat eight of the teachers identified in the safnple 
could not be included becaiise they had moved from the school in which they 
had taught during the 1976-77 school year or because they had died . This 
reduced the sample size to A17. By January 13 , • 1978 , * 400 conip feted 

.' •'■ •• ^ " 

9 



i>pln lonna I ii'Ji luul hern rtct- 1 vrd , ri'|) rivs«Mi t t iiK oi t lir rllKihIe mm ipj- 

oiit.s. . ^ ^ 

Kaili Iti'in ri»s|)()iuu» was tiMrUiletml i! I m- 1 1 y to IBM lanlM at tlu- ifxa!; 
ANM Unlyer.slty I)a( ^ f'roin-sMinK Center. All AOO op I n I onna f refi were ii;;e(i. 
altlu)uv>h ;i lew oi {Jlie Items wet^» not rnai ktnl or hg^el two or more i^ sponses 
markinl. Kor tliose I t imtis in Seetlons I, II, III, and IV ttiat were uiuiMrke<l 
or had two or mort' r«-spoi)seM marked, no data wt»re recorded for tliat Item. 
Kor th<)5ie Iti'ins In St-c^tloii V that were unmarked, a "None" re.spon^;e wai; r«- 
(orded. Kaeli eard wa.s verifUMi so that I'rT^irs (ould hi* identified and (or- 
ree t ed , 

riie Item means taken t roin tlie op I n i onnal res rtMurned alti^r the first 
ma n i anil tin* Itein-meanj; t akeh t rorn t lie o p I n i orma i r es returned alitor the 
t<^Mow-iip i^ltort.*^ were subleetod to a visual oomparlson. It was (hu ided 
that the dllleriMiees between t lie two groups of data did not differ sl^nffi- 
caotly- rheri'fore. It was deeitled that a split-half r o r re 1 a t i tnia I analyj^is 
was not nee'essary. 

Analysis of variance was used to test hypotheses c^ne through ffvi* that 
were eslabllshed to achieve objectIv,es six through ten. This involved Sec- 
tions I hnd III of the op inionna I re . In order to aOhleve objectives one 
through live, means for each of the forty-two perception statements in Sec- 
tions I and III were secured- The rae^jji'^ responses were converted int(^ one 
ot the following nine categories of responses: yitmnalu ti^iuU'd to 

'.i<ir-'"^ :'t !' vi^ilu , a>/r^'f'</^ tended to a-;r^(^^ uncioridedr t ondt^d fM . / : .sm v , 
d.i.-:.r:rt',^>! , ^ t^ndoii t:o dir.a(jrna 'd-mnqjij^ and stnn-u^Ii! d i .'i.uiroo d . 

For each analysis of variance where the F-value derived showed no sig- 
niticant differences existed among the means by demographic variable at the 
• OS level of significance, no further statistical t^ests were made. For 
eacli analysis of variance performed where the F-value showed that signifi- 
cant differences existed, Duncan's Multiple Range Test was performed to do- 
terniine where the differences lay. For eaci^ analysis of variance performed 
by supervisory area where the F-value derived showed that significatit dif- 
ferences existed among the means, the Scheff^?' test was performed in <iddi- 
tion to the Duncan test to dett^rmine where the differences lay. None of 
the Scheffe' tests conducted on thoit^ analyses of variance by supervisory 
* area found significarK: differences to exl s t\ between any two means. ) 

For'^the •{♦a ta secured by Section II y item means and frequencies were 
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<1 1 t t n 4Mit 1 ;i 1 fu*alrM. FtM t lu» <i.it ;i ^i«uMll t»(I bv S(m tU)!! IV, 1 t riu itumuih :nn! 

t I «'(|MtMi(M r M worr fKMMirtMl to aid 111 (l.itn /uuiIvmIh. 

All s t at 1 iit 1 J .1 I aiialvM<»H Wt-rr ac i cmp 1 1 ^^^UM^ utlllzliij^ the Aimlahl hJ^)/U 
4i>ttiputi»r 1 riiit a 1 1 a t 1 i>ii at Tt'xaM ASM Un 1 vo th 1 t^V - Ti\o /inaLyMi»H oi varliiiut* 

Diaicai^'a Miiltlpli* Haiim* T<»sfM Wiii* pt»rf(^rim»d hy iitlll/. in^» t Iti' ANOVA 
f*ror(»(ln rt» 4)t thf Sratlatlral AnalyMl?; SynttMn (SAS). TtM» 1 1 fin itkniii.m aii<l 
t riM|iitMH 1 t»M , by ptMTcMir aiul actual rouiit , wt» rr H4Turi»cl by ualn^ t h(» 
KRK(^UKNC:Y Procrdiir.' i)f Mie Statfatltal Analysis SyfUom (SAS). 

i 

Ma ) i>r K 1 1 n^>f: 

Tbi» (ollt^wlriK ar<» tbi- rn.ijiM tluiliriK^^ ol tlilp study. Ri^Iativl obji^r- 
t i vfs <iii<l bypo t lu'st»^^ bavf btM»n y^roupfd for prtvsoii t a t 1 on . 

Summary (>t- Klndtn>;H Relating', Ob)ortlvoH 

One and Si k, Hy])() t bos i s Ono ^ 

ObjtM tlves (Hit* and six and hypothesis one dt»alt with the suitability 
state ati^pted textbooks for v>roup Instruction. Eleven pt^rceptlon state- 
nkMits wore formulated to aocompllsli the objectives and test the hypothesis. 
S 1 j',n i f Lean t differences amon^tlie means by one or more of'the five demogrnph*^ 
Ic v.iriables were found to exist for the following? statements: 

1. Th«» respon<lents disa^in^^d with the statement that "State adopted 
teKtbi>oks for ^^■oup instruction are more u])-~to-date than single topir stu- 
dent mat (» r 1 a 1 s » with a mean r r >pons*' of 2.^1. Significant differences ex- 
is teci among the means by only <>ne variable, that being tenure lt»vel. Demean ^ 
test revealed that teacliers with 1-S years of experience differed slgnlfl- 
(^antly from teachers in the lUbcr three tenure levels In their responses to 
this statement^ ^nti also that toachers with 11-22 and 6-10 years of ^ 
experience dlffereci s i >',n 1 f 1 ( an t 1 v from tea(]iers in'the other twc^ tenure 
levels. It shmild .ilso he nottd that teachers wijtli 11-22 and 6~10 years of' 
experience disaqn^rd with the statement while those teachers with 1-S and 21 
or more years of exj^^rltMu e t *^ndcd to disaaror with the ^taTement. 

21 V'ocational ^igrirulturt teac he r^ tc»nr?^^r7 to acj^rr'^witb the 
statement, *'State adopted textbooks \or group instruction are available in 



l*'^^ ^ ' Duih.ui'm (.vit r.'vr.ilrj ( lut t.Mi.firiM li,Mn(MH- h.M . 1 . p. m f .ru • n t • i 

M i I I 1 r,uiM V tioni U-irliriN 111 iniiittpti* t r;i,JuM drfKi i r iti.-iii ». . I»«.uh 
rm,. tr.ulwM \li-p.ii t mrnt 'i wiM iifi, /r n ■ i . /. ^ / In fhrli r * v'l n s . - ■ ; . whlN^ 

ttM.htMs ti.»m mnltiph- t *M( Ihm .Ir p.i r t nu-ut m f.vi-/<v/ f.. .i.jr.v w(th t h^' .f.ifr 

nil nt . 

■ |<I«M'« tt«xtl)0(.k.s tor K.MMij. hrst I ni t I.Mi iM)in.'l(!r w*- 1 I with t lu^ .uiTjiultnn 
In your volitional .i k i I 1 1 1 t u it proj.'i .ini /' with a inr;ni r«-<jponsr 

i:nMuln>'. .inalvsos ot v.ii ! .in< r showrd fhaf si^iilH^anf .1 I ( t fn. m-m oxl.str.! f>v 
lH»ih siiptM vl Jioi V aioa A\u\ n\un\u^i ot trachi^r*; |»rT drpa i t nu-ii f . I'iKuit- 1 
'^niiimar I /.rs t hi' ifroilts ot f hi' ti'sf on t hr rosp mm^s 1)v oipt i v ( ^.o i v 
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' .§uiiffliary of findings Relating to Objectives •* ' \ . I ■ 

IVo "aqd 'Seven, Hypothesis Two ^ ^ y ' , • \' 

^ ^ These objectives and relj^ed hypo thesis^ we re coi^cerne^ with the 'saita- 

bili'^^of single topic s tudei^Bjfaterials ' for ' group instruction. ' Eleven per- ° 
ception statements wfei(e developed tq .accomplish the objectives and te3t the 
Thypo^esis^ Three statements were found to have significant differences - ^ 
exist Jamong the means for one or more of the demographic variables: 

- 1 .^JPhe^eachers were undecided about the statement^ '^'Single tropic . - 
stK^d^nt materials for group instruction can be purchased in sufficient 
quantities with* funds currently available in your departmeht." Jhe mean 
response was 3.11. Significant differences existed among the means for on- 
ly one of the five variables, tenure level. Duncan's test indicated that P 
teachers with 23 or more years of experience differed significantly from ^ 
teachers in the other three tenure levels in their responses . ^An inter^^ing 
note is that teachers with 1-5 years of experience tended to a^ee with the 
statement while teachers in the other three tenure levels were undecided . 

2. The respondents were undecided in their responses to the following 
stati^ment: "Single topic student materials for group instruction are easier 
to acquire than are state adopted textbooks," the mean response being 3.43. 
Ensuing analyses of variance showed that significant differences existed 
among the means by three of the ^ve demographic variables, those being 
supervisory area, tenure level, and college degree held. Figure 2 summa- 
rizes the results of the Duncan test on the responses by supervisory area. 



Figure 2 — Summary of Differences Among Means by Supervisory Area 
Taken From Responses of Vocational Agriculture Teachers to the State- 
ment that "Single Topic Student Materials for Group Instruction are 
Easier to Acquire than are State Adopted Textbooks." 



Super- 
visory . 

Area: II V VIII IV VJ I IX : VII X III 

Mean: 2.88 3.20 3.25 3.31 3.41 3.52 3.59 3.61 3.69 3.72 

Groupings , 

of Non- l~ — ; ~ I ' - 

Significant 

Means: ' I ^ ' ^ 
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th^regard to tenure level, Duncan's test tevealed that teachers with' 6-10 
ye^its of experience differed from teaGhe,1:s In t4i:e other^three tenure/levels 
and that teachers with 23 or more years of expeqrlence differed f rom ^teachers ' 
in the other tYvx^e^^enure levels. Afso* teachers with 23 or more years of 
experience were undeoided in their r^sponsefe while teacher-^ In the other 
tt^nurc U»y€^l.s 'ttmdad to iigroc with the statement. Kr);;irdl ng- aollege degree' 
heXdj ^rteac^rs with bachelor ' s cjegrees exhibited a signi f Icantly strorjger 
tendency to agree than did those teachers with master's degrees. 



3* Teachers were " undecic?ed in responses to t\\e st^-^^riient. Single 
topic student materials for group instruction are easier to use in tefachdng 
than ar'fe state .adopted textbooks." The mean response, was 3.36* Significant' 
dlfferencGLS existed among the means by supervisory area. Duncan's test 

results on the responses by supervisory area will be found in Figure 3. 

. .. V J 

Figure 3 — Summary of Differences Among Means by Supervisory Area 
Taken From Responses of Vocational Agriculture Teaclhers to the State-^) 
ment thdt "Single Topic Student Materials for Group Instruction are 
Easier to Use in Teaching th4n are State Adopted Textbooks." 

• ? ^ ■ ■ 

Superr 
visory 

Area: IV VI II I IX V VIII VII X III 

Mean: 3,00 3.11 3.12 ^3.15-'3.26 3.38 3 . 40 , 3 . 46 3 . 72 3.74 



Groupings 
of NQ.n^ 
Significant 
Means: 



I ^ \ — ^ 9 

\ ^ ■ — H 

• . I ■ \ 



Significant differences did)not exist, among the means by any of t^e 
five variables taken from responses to the other eight statements. The 
mean responses and the interpretation of the means will be found in 
parentheses following; the statements below: 

1, "Single topic student materials for group Instruction are vital to 
the success of the instructional portion of your vocational agriculture 
program/' (3.74 - Teachers tended to agree.) 
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2. *^'Sii^gle topic" student -mater ials for group Instruct Ion Coincide 
well with the curriculum *in your vocational agriculture program/' (3.95 - 
Teacl^rs ag^efetW) ' ^ ^ / 

3. /. Single topic student materials for group instruction are written 
^ at a refading level ai^proprlate 'for your students." (3.81 - Teachers 

"^2;^ agreed.) , ' : ^ 

4. "Sirt^e topple staden^: materials for group instruction are suitable 
to the extent that if funds were not available to purciiase them from state 
sources, you would request that your school district purchase- single topic 
Student materials out of lotal funds," (3.77 - Teachers agreed.) 

5. Single topic stndent materials for group instruction are pre- 
ferred over state adopted textbooks because they arc^^less expensive." 
(3.12^- Teachers were undecided .) *■ 

6. "Single topic student materials for group instruction are pre- 
ferred over state adiipted textbooks because they are easier to Weep u^-to- 
date." (3.74 - Teachers tended to agree.) ^ 

7. "Single topic student materials for group instructior^ ^low great- 
er flexibility in choosing student materials for a given topic than do 
state adopted textbooks." (3.79 - Teachers agreed.) ^' 

8. "Single topic student materials for group instruction are suitab*le 
B for use when combined with state adopted textbooks as resource materials." 
(-4.16 - Teachers agreed.) \ 

f 1 

Summary of Findings Relating to Objectives 
Three and Eight, Hypothesis Three, 

? 

r Hypothesis three and objective^ three and eight were concerned with 

the suitability of single topic . student materials for genei;al instructional 
purposes. Five statements were deigned to accomplish 'ob jectives three 
and eight. The following was the^^ly statement for which significant dif- 
ferences existed among the means by a demographic v^^r^ble, namely » average 
number of students per teacher: "Single topic materials ' prepared by Indus- 
tries Supplying agricultural goods and s'^rvices /would be more likely to re- 
flect bias than those prepared by curriculum m^erials centers." Teachers 
tended to agree with the statement wxt^ *a mean response of 3.71. Duncan ''s 
test showed that teachers with an average of 47-54 and or more students - 



^ per teacher differed signif icantl^\in their ' responses from teachers in the 

,_^other three levels of 'average number of students per teacher; teachers 

\ with an average of 39-46 and 55 or more students per teacher divfj^red 

-^ignif icantiy; and tochers with an average of 39-46 and 30 or less students 

per teacher differed- significantly . Teacliers with art average of 39-46 and - 

those with an average of 30 or less students per teacher tended to agree 

with the Stat einent , wh ile teache rs in the o the r three le ve Is <J f average 

' number students per teacher agreed with the statement. 

The other^,.four statements for which no significant differences were 
found among tlie mean responses, with the interpretation of the mean re- 
sponses in parentheses, will be found below: 

!• "Single topic materials givq you more titles from which to choose 
on a given topic than do state adopted textbooks." (3.47 - TeVchers tended 
to agree . ) 

2. "Single topic materials are .be tter than state adopted textbooks 

for providing individualized instruction." (3.20 - Teachers wete undecided.) 

3. "Single topic materials are better than state adopted/ textbooks for 
providing group instruction." (3.69 - Teachers tended to agtee.) 

4. "Single topic materials make teaching easier when using student 
notebooks." (3.68 - Teachers tended to agree.) 

Summary of Igindings Relating to Objectives ^ 

Four and Nine, Hypothesis Four 

J- 

^ 

The purpose of objectives four and nine was to evaluate the suitabili- 

- ty of state adopted textbooks for individualized instruction u^ng six 

perception statements. Three statements were found to have 4i^ni^icant 

differences to exist among the means of the responses by one or more 

variables : r - . 

1. "State adopted textbooks for individualized instruction are vital 

i to the success of the instructional portion of your vocational agriculture 

program." The mean response was 3.64, which indicated that the teachers 
o 

tended to agree with the statemc^nt. The analyses of variance revealed 
significant differences among the means by both supervisory area and college 
degree held. Duncan's test results on the responses by supervisory area 
will be found in Figure 4. Regarding college degree held, teachers with 
a master's degree or above had a stronger tendency to agree-'with the ^ 
statement than did teachers with bachelor's degrees. 
O 
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Figure 4'. —Summary oi Differences Among Means by Supervisory Area 
From Responses erf Vocational Agriculture Teachers to the Statement 
That 'State Adopted Textbooks for Individualized Instruction are Vital 
to the Success of the Ins'tructional Portion of Your Vocational Agri- 
culture Program." * 



Super- 
visory- .... 
Are^r X III ■ VIII II VII I IX^ V 



Mean: 

Groupings 
of Non- 
Significant 
Means : 



V IV VI 

3.28 3.4^ 3.51 3,56 3.59' 3.70 3.76 3.80 3.81 4.00 



2. The responding vocational agriculture teachers were undecided, with 
a mean of 2.90, in. their responses to the statement: "State adopted text- 
books for individualized instruction are too expensive for the value received 
when compared to using single topic student materials." Significant dif- 
ferences among the means by supervisory area were found. Figure 5 summarizes 
the results of the Duncan test on the. responses . by supervisory area. 



■ ■ / 

Figure 5 . — Summary of Differences Among Means by Supervisory Area 
Ffom Responses of Vocational Agriculture Teachers to the Statement 
That "State Adopted Textbooks for Individualized Instruction are too 
Expensive for the Value' Received When Compared to Usin|%%^gle Topic 
Student Matertlals." 
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Area: VI j6c I IV II V ^III III ^VII X 
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3< The respondents tended to disagrer witlnthe statement thaf^ "State 
^ , . ..... ^ 

adopted textbooks for individualized ins truction^'are not used often," with 

■•a mean response of 2.71. MeaT|s by ' supervisory area differed significantly. 

Duncan's test results will be* found in Figure ft. 



Figure 6 , — Summary of Dififerences Among Means by Supervisory Area 
Taken From Responses of Vocational Agriculture Teachers to the State- 
ment That "State Adopted Textbooks for Individualized Instruction are 
not Used Often." 

Super- ^' ' ^ 

Visory ^ . 

Area: VI I IX IV II V VIII VII III X 

Mean: ' 2.31 2.36 2.AA 2.56 2.59 2.69 2.80 2.91 3^00 3.22 

Groupings | [ | 

of Non- 
significant . ,j ^ ^ . — — I 




leans : 



No significant differ,ences existed among the means with respect to the 
following three stateraentis designed to evaluate the suitability of state 
adopted textbooks for individualized instruction: 

1. "State adopted textbooks for Individualized instruction are easier 
to store properly when students use them than is the case when they use 
single topic student materials." (3.71 - Teachers tended to -agree.) 

2. "State adopted textbooks for individualized instruction are better 
than single topic student materials since the student can study many differ- 
ent topics by using only one source." (3.44 - Teachers tended to agree.) 

3. "State adopted textbooks /for individualized instruction are inore 
sati^actpry than single topic student materials for use by individual stu- 
dents in your instructional program." (2.90 - Teachers were undecided .) ^ 



EKLC 



-46 



Summary of Findings Related to CW5j actives , ^ 

Five and Ten, Hyp^^t>i^^is Piv^ ^ , ■ . ^ 

/• 

Objectives f^v^ ^tid ten dealt^With ph^^^^^-^ility of singly tooi^ 
material's as the ^niy source of stAdent materials for groups , instruct io^x- 
Nine perception s^;:at:etnents were formulated CO accomplish these objectlv^eg. 
Significant dif f e^pRriQ^S existed amorfg the fn^^n^ of the responses by bo^h 
^supervisory area ^rt<y tenure level for the fc:>J.lo^ing statement: '*Using 6tr\^ 
gle topic materials the Only source of ^Cadent materials for group in- 
struction would lyksKiTe that those materials vital to the success of your 
vocational agricu^ ttgr^ Pt"Ogram are easily ^V^H^ble," The mWn response 
was 3. A3, the int^ rfbretation of which is ttx^t the teachers tended to a^r^^ 
with the statement^. puncan^s test results c^n the response by supervisory 
area will be foun^ Xtx Figure 7. 



Figure 7 . — Sui^ry of Differences Amon^ HM:eans by Supervisory Area 
Taken From Res^oPiseS of Vocational Agri^nrtnire Teachers to the State- 
ment That "Usit^g Single Topic Student H^terials as the Only Source of 
Such Materials fc^v Croup Instructiori WoiaW Insure That Those Matertab^s 
Vital to the S^c^e^s of Your Vocational Agriculture Program are Ea^iJv 
Ava^ilable," , ^^-^y 
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Teachers with 2 ') of more years of expetiei^ce differed from teacher^ 
her tenure leWe]^^ 1^ their responses the statement above/ In 
ndcM^loji, teachers with 23 or more years of ^xpertence were u^^deoidod 



I:) 



ERIC 



in their^responses while. teachers in other tenure levels tended to agree 

y * 

with the statement. ' 

/■ Significant differences were not found among t^e means by the fivp 
demographic variables examined for any b^-rtm'^Jther ^e^:|^t statements below.. 

1. ' "Ustng single topic materials as the only source of student mate- 
rials for -group instructiomwould insure that those statte funds provided 
for student materials are ef ticiently^sed in your vocational agriculture 
department." (3.66 - Teacher's tended to agree.) ' / 

y 2., "Using single topic mtaterlals as the only source of student raate- 
t4als for group instruction would insure that funds would not be spent pur- 
chasing student materials that are not appropriate for use at the high 
sAhool level." (3.68 - Teachers tended to agree.) 

\ 3. "Using single topic materials as the only source of student mate- 
rials for group instruction would insure that thos^ materials selected by 
you for student use would be used on a regular basis in your vocational 
agriculture classes." (3.97 - Teachers agreed.) 

4. "Using single topic materials as the only source of student mate- 
rials for^ group instruction would insure that a lack of uniformity would 
exist among the instructional portions of vocational agriculture programs 
^ross the state." (3.39 - Teachers tended to agree.) 

^\^5. "Using single top^'CTmaterials as the only source of student mate- 
rials for group instruction would insure that usually those student materi- 
als that are written on a reading level appropriate for your students would 
be selected." (3.88 - Teachers agreed.) 

6. "Using single topic materials as the only source of student mate- 
rials for group instruction would insure that student materials would be 
secured in the least expensive manner.'^' (3.75 - Teachers agreed.) 

7. "(Jsing single topic materials as the only source of student mate- 
rials for group instruction would insure that many of these materials would 
continually n^ed replacing since S;tudents tend to keep them.'' (3.86 - 
Teachei(s agreed.) 

8. \ "Using single topic mnterials as the only source of student mate- 
rials for ^roup instruction would Insure that a high level of flexibility 
would Gxi«t In select fng student materials at the local level." (4.00 - 
Teac tiers dqrood. ) ^ 
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Summary of Additional Find i ngs 



In addition to the f indlngs^/^directly.jjf-elated to the hypothesis and ob-' 
-j^ectives of th^ s^tudy, several ot^er findings resulted. Figure 8 on page 
19 summarizes the responsfea teethe two^. sets of semantic differential scales. 
The responses indicated that vocational* agriculture teachers had more ^ ^ 
.positive attitudes toward single topic student materials than they had 
toward State adopted textbooks. Also ,. responses indicated that 57,1%, or 
a significant majority, of the respondents Indicated a preference for single, 
topic student materials whi]e^42,9% indicated a preference for state adopt- 
ed textbooks* Regarding methods of bindirvp student materials, 55.5% pre- ^ 
f erred hardbound student materials vUljile ^U,67o of th^ respondents preferred 
>^y^^rback^ st-udent materials. Another |^nding wa« that the respondents had 
a larger number of copies of those titles of state adopted textbooks re- 
lated to livestock production in their departments than they ^ad of those 
titles related to soil and crop sciences. 

^ t 

Gonclusions 



The following conclusions were formulated frOm the findings of this 
study. The conclusions may be generalized to the total population only 
to the extent that the sample population was representative of the 'total 
population. 

Objectives One and Six^ Hypothesis One 

It was concluded that state adopted textbooks were vital to the success 
of ^wup instruction in Texas vocational agriculture programs. It was also 
concluded that textbooks were available in suf f icient^numbers in vocational 
agriculture departments, that, textbooks coincided well with the curricula, 
that teachers would request that their school districts purchase ^hese text- 
books if they were not available through the free state adopted textbook 
program, that the reading level of the state adopted textbooks was ap- 
propriate for vocational agriculture students, and that textbooks were 
preferable to single topic student materials because a large amount of 
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Figure 8. Pro'file Compa^rison of Mean Response of 400 Vocatio^nal 

Agriculture i'eac^er5\ Abou t their Attitude Toward State Adopted 
r Textbooks and. Single Topic Materials for High School Student Use 
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Imforma^ion was bound t&gether into ^ne easy-to-fi tore package. Conversely, ^ 
At was concluded that textbooks were not more technically accurate and were 
not more up-to-date than single topic studei^t materials. No conclusions were 
drawn regarding whether state adopted textbooks were bett^ than single- topic 
student "materials for group instruction, whether state adopted textbooks 
were more appealing visually than'were single topic student materials, and 
whether state adopted t(4^x2books were used-more than single topic student 
materials. * 

In addition, it was concluded that null hypothesis one could riot be 
rejected at the .05 level of significance in regard to seven perception 
statements. ' The null hypothesis was rejected at the .05 level of signi- 
ficance in regard to four ^percept ion statements and the alternative hypo- 
thesis that there was a relationship between the vocational agriculture 
teachers' ratings of the suitability of state adopted textbooks for group 
instructional purposes and selected demographic factors was accepted. Of 
the four perception statements for which the analyses of variance were sig- 
nificant by one or more demographic factors, one was significant by super- 
visory area, three by number of teachers per department, and one by tenure 
level. College degree held and average number of students per teacher 
did not have a sig^ficant effect on perceptions regarding state adopted 
textbooks for group instructional purposes. 

i 



Objectives Two and Seven, Hypothesis Two 

As was the case with state adopted textbooks for group instructional 
purposes, it was concluded that single topic student materials for group 
instructional purposes: 1) were vital to the success of the instructional 
portion of vocational agriculture programs, 2) were written at a reading 
level appropriate for vocational agriculture students, 3) coincided well 
with the curricula in vocational agriculture programs, and A) were suita- 
ble to the extent that vocational agriculture teachers would request that 
their school districts purchase tliem out of local funds if funds were not 
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available to purc^t86e ;:heiiu-XroTTi state sources. It was ^Iso concluded that 

single topic student Tnaterials were preferred over state adopted te>^books 

' . • ^ 

because.^ they were easier to keep up-to-date, that they allowed greater 

flexirbllity in qhOo'^ing student materials for a given topic than did stat^ 
adopted textbooks, th^t ^they were easier to acquire than were state adopted 
textbooks, that t^ey were suitable for use when combined with state adopted 
textbooks as resource mate^rials, and that they were easier to use in teach- 
ing than were state adopted textbooks. No conclusions were drawn c*oncern- 
ing whether single topic student materials could be purchased in sufficient 
n^»«intitTe^^'^cH^h funds available and whether single topic student materials 
were preferred^ over state adopted textbooks because they were less expen- 
sive. 

It was also concluded that null hypothesis two could not be rejected 
at the .05 level of si^^nif icance for eight of the perception statements. ^ 
The null hypothesiJ5 was rejected for three perception statements and the 
alternative hypothesis that there was a relationship between vocational ap^ri- 
culture teachers' ratings of the suitability of single topic student ma- 
terials for group instructional purposes and selepted demographic factors 
was accepted. These factors were supervisory area, tenure level, and 
rollt'>;e degree hel^d. Number of teachers per department and average num- 
bt^r of students per teacher did not have a significant effect on teachers' 
p^Ti i |)t ions rej^arding sipj^^le Loi)Lc student materials for use in group 
i ns t r uc t i t^n . 

Objec^tLves Three and Kight, Hypothesis Three 

Based on the findings, it was concluded- that single topic materials 
for general instructional purposes: 1) gave teachers more titles from 
which to choose on a given topic than did state adopted textbooks, 2) were 
better than state "^ndopted textbooks for providing group instruction, 3) 
made teaching easier when us in)'!, student nott^books, and 4) were more likely 
to rcl loot liias wfu^n prepared bv i i^dt i.-. t r i cs supp1vin>: a>',r i cul tura 1 v;o<nIs 
.Mid :;.'rvi(-.'s tli.ui wiieii j)repared hv (Mirriculum materials centers. ^No con- 
chisions wrrr d tMwn ro^ia rcl i ug. v^/lu*ther sfngli^ tcipic mater inls are ht'tter 
(li.iii .^;tau« adojUt'd toxtbooks for ]> r(U' i d i nj', i nd L v i du a 1 i ztul instruction. 
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While it was cone ludeci that null hypothesis thre*» could not be re- 
jected at the ,05 level of si y:;n i f icance In regard to three perception 
.stateme43t.s, the null ^ivpothesis was rejected in re>:;ard tp two perception 
hitat c^ments and the alternative hypothesis that there was a relationship be- 
tween the vocational aj^riculture teachers' ratings of the suitability of 
single topic materials for general instructional purposes and selected demo- 
graphic factors was accepted as it pertained to average number of students 
per teacher. The other four demographic variables did not have a 
significant effect on the teachers* perception regarding single topic 
materials for general instructional purposes- 
Objectives Four and Nine, Hypothesis Four 

From the findings pertaining to these objectives, four conclusions 
were drawn. They wcr/> that state adopted textbooks for individualized in- 
struction: 1) were easier to store properly when .^^tndents use them than 
was the case when they used single topic student materials, 2) were better 
than single topic student materials since the student could study many dif- 
ferent topics by using only one source, 3) wore vital to tlie success of 
the instructional portion of vocat iona 1 agricul ture programs, and 4) were 
used often. No conclusions were drawn . regard ing whether state adopted 
textbooks for individualized instruction were tod exj)rMisive for the value 
received when compared to using single topic student materials and whether 
they were more satisfactory than single topic materials for use by indivi- 
dual ^^tudents. 

F:ven though it was concluded that null hypothesis four could not be 
rejected at tlie .05 level of significance In regard to three perception 
statements, tht» null hypothesis was rejected in regard to three perception 
sta t (-rne'nts s i ru>> ,i relationship existed between tlie vocational agriculture 
teacMiers' rating,s of the suitaf)iHty of state adopted textbooks for 
individual i ns t.ruc t iona 1 purp(xses ind thv factors of supervisory ar(\'], nui 
coll(>»,e degree held. Conversely, the other three ciemograpti i c factors di<l 
not have a s i >;n i t i c an t elfei't on t lie teachei's' perceptions. 

Objectives Five an(i Ten, Hypotlu'sis Five 




Using single topic student materials as the only source of student r.n- 
terials for grou]^ instruction would produce the following results: 1) 

Or 



rhoso statu funds providing for studt'nt materials would bv ef fir lent Iv used 
Irt vfx-atioria] a^ r i I t ro dopar trk^'nt s , 2) funds wnuld nnt b»- spt^nr pur- 
f:hasln^ student materials that wcujld not be appropriate for use at ^tfie hi'^h 
sch(H)l level, i) those materials vital to the success of voc-atlonal a/.r^*- 
fulture programs wouLd be easily available, 4) a lack of uniformitv would 
exist amon^ the -ins t r uc t iona 1 portions of Texas vocational agriculture pro- 
grams, 5) usually those s t uden t , ma t er i a 1 s that were written on a reading?, 
level appropriate for vocational agriculture students would be selected, ^) 
stutlent m-i-terials would be secured in the least expensive manner, 7) m;mv 
ot these materials would continually need replacing since students tend to 
keep them, 8) those materials selected by vocational agriculture teac^hers 
for student use would be used on a regular basis in vocational a j:;r i c u 1 t u r e 
classes, and 9) a hi^h level of fli»xiblMty would exist in select in^> stu- 
dent materials at the local level. 

Morc^over, it was concludtu] that null hypotliesis five whic^h statetl that 
thii^re is no relationship between the vocational agriculture teachers' ratln^^^ 
of the suitability of usin^ single topic student materials as the on 1 v s(^urce 
of student maLeriaTs for >^roup instructional purposes and selected demo- 
graphic factors could not be rejected with respect to eight of the nine 
perception statements* The null hvpothesis was rejected with respect to one 
^of the perception statements with the alternative hypothesis that a re- 
lationship did exist. TTie factors for which the null hypothesis was rejected 
were, in two cases, supervisorv area and tenure level. The other three 
t/irtors <i id not liave a significant effect. 

Add i t iona 1 (Imic 1 us i ons 

In addition to the conclusions resultin^^ from the ciifferent ohjec^tiVL-s 
:\n(\ f^ypcUheses, it was conclud^.-d that teaciiers perceiv(^(j that both sin^Je 
tc)pi(^ ^;tu(h'nt ri teri.als and state /uh^ipted textbo(^ks slnnild continui^ to he 
use(i in Texas voeational aj', r i c u 1 t u ru- pre^-^rams for botli y.rc^np anc^ individual 
i n.st rue t Iona 1 [ujrpose.s. Also, the attitudes of vof-ational a^.^.r t c u ] t u re 
tevKdiers wcru more positive towarti sin^', le to]>ic student materials than thev 
were towarci state adopted textfjooks and a s i ).;n i f i can t maiority of thf 
ti^arhers [prefer red s i n ^'J e . t c^p i < stud^unt riLaterial:; r)ver state adopter] text- 
books. In .addition, it was ccMii^uded that vocatir)nal a^;riculrure teacdiers 
pr('ferre<l hardbound stiuiont maf.^^iats t^ViT papt»r'bat-k studtait :iia t * ■ r i a 1 s . 
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Implications 

Predicated on the findings and conclusions of this study and within 
the guidelines set by standard research procedures , the following implic'^'- 
tions are offered: 

1- Since differences existed among the perceptions of vocational ag- 
riculture teachers regarding the suitability of single topic student mate- 
rials and state adopted textbooks by geographical area (supervisory area) 
of the state, an implication exists that differing needs pertaining to stu- 
dent materials may exist among these geographical areas. Since the guide- 
lines for the allocation of funds with which single topic student materials 
may be purchased and the guidelines ^M:_the ^location of state adopted 
textbooks do not specif ically reflect the possibility of differing needs 
' existing among these geographical areas, an implication exists that th^se 
guidelines as perceived by teachers may be hindering their instructional, 
efforts- 

2. Since there was a more positive attitude toward single topic stu- 
dent materials than there was toward state adopt'ed textbooks^and since the 
respondents indicated that they preferred hardbound student materials* ,an 
implication exists that there may be a need for curriculum materials cen- 
ters to" design their ^single topic student materials in such a way that they 
could be bound with hard covers. 

3. Since the response of vocational agriculture teachers to state- 
ments relating to the availability and purchase of student materials dif- 
fered among the means by number of teachers per department, this implied 
that those teachers 'in single teacher departments may need additional fi- 
nancial assistance, or help in determining where they may sefcure the stu- 
dent materials needed to operate quality instructional programs. 

4. Since a significant . majority of the respondents indicated a pref- 
erence for single topic student materials, an implication exists that there 
may be a need for additional funds to be allocated to local vocational ag- 
riculture programs for the purpose purchas ing^needed single topic stu- 
dent materials, ^ 

5- Since the vocational agriculture teachers were concerned with the 
technical accuracy and up-to-dateness of state adopted textbooks, it may 
be implied that students in vocational agriculture programs may not be 
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receiving factual and reliable Information which may result In the lowering 
^ of the quality of preparation of program graduates, or that state adopted 
textbooks sat on the shelves unused. J --^ 

6. As a result of differing responses by tenure level regarding the 
' suitability of state adoptecT textbooks and single topic student materials 

for group instruction, an implication exists that teachers who have gradua- 
ted from college in the past few years may b^inore aware of available stu- 
dent materials ^han'were the experienced teachers-. 

7. The respondents differed in their reactions to statements regard-- 
ing the use of single topic student materials for general instructional 
purposes by average number of students per teacher; therefore, an implica- 
tion exists that the vocational, agriculture teachers* perceptions of the * 
suitability of student materials for use in classroom instruction may fluc- 
tuate as the number of students for which they '1^ave responsibility in- 
creases or decreases or as they use different teaching tnethods for differ- 
ent sized groups. 

8. Since differen^ces existed among the perceptions of vocational Ag- 
riculture teachers regarding the suit^lity of single topic student mate- 
rials and state adopted textbooks by geographical area of the state, an im- 
plication exists that; those student materials Icnown to and used by teachers 
may not be quite appropriate for the topics currently being taught in Texas 
vocational agriculture programs. Also, ^ implication^xls ts that current 
effort's to acquaint teachers with available s tudei^t'lnaterlals may need to 
be increased. 

9. Since there was a lack of a strong preference as to whether single 
topic student materials of state adoptqd textbooks were "b^ter", an Impli- 
cation exists that these materials may not be used to an appreciable degree, 
that they may not be used at all, or that teachers may not be well acquajnt- 
ed with one or both types of student materials. 

Recommendations 

Based upon the findings, conclusions, and implications of this study, 
and also upon the impression's and insights gained by the researcher while 
conducting this study, the foirowlng recommendations appear to be appropri- 
ate: 

lie r 
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1. This summary report of research should be made available to agrl- 
. cultural textbook publishers, vocational agriculture curriculum material 

K 

^ centers, and other student material ^producing organizations so that the 
perceptions held by the vocational agriculture teachers may be diAseminatoH 
and appropriate actions^may be initiated to improve the quality of student 
materials usedf in vocational agriculture programs. 

2. This summary report of research should be made available to Texas 
Education Agency personnel so that the information may be used in making 
future decisions affecting textbooks and other student materials. 

3. ffTie Texas Education Agency should initiate an effort to update 
student material's more often and also to improve the technical accuracy of 
student materials^ where they have influence. 

4. This summary report of research should be made available to teach- 
er trainers in agriculture' so that the findings and conclusions may be used 
in the preparation of students wishing to become vocational agriculture 
teachers- 

5. Further research should be con^uo^ted to determine why the rela- 
tionship exists between geographical location (supervisory, area) and the 
teachers' ratings of the suitability of the various student materials.. 

6^. A study should be conducted to determine which state adopted text- 
books are not up-to-date and technically accurate as perceived by vocation- 
al agriculture teachers so that this information may be utilized in future 
decisions regarding state adopted textbooks for vocational agriculture pro- 
grams • . 

7. Research should be conducted to determine why the relationship ex- 
ists between the number of teachers per department and the teachers* per- 
ceptions of the suitability of state adopted textbooks for group instruc- 
tiy^al pu^poseg so that this information may be used in future decisions 
regarding the allocation of state adopted textbooks to the various sizes 

of departments; 

8. Additional research should be conducted to determine why the re- 
lationship exists between tenure level of vocational agriculture teachers 
and their perceptions of the suitability of .the various stii&ent materials 
for group instructional purposes so that this information may be utilized 
in the future in planning, producin^^j^ and disseminating these materials or 
in the preparation of teachers. 
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9. Further resQ^^ch should be conducted to determine why the rela- 
tionship exlHtfi betwt^en ^^^^^rage number of students per teacher and the 
suitability of i^iriglti ^c^P^^ student materials for general Instructional 
purposes so that this information may be utilized In the future In plan- 
ning, producing, and dis^^^ni^^ting these materials. 

10. This study should be replicated in other states with state adop- 
tlon programs to See if the Pet»ceptlons of vocational agriculture teachers 
rai)Siirdlng the various gttident materials reported herein are peculiar to 
Texas or are the UniVer^^^ impressions of teachers regarding single topic 
stuc^ertt materials and st^^^ ^i<iopted textbooks. 

/II. ThUs study Should be replicated in Texas in five years to see if 
the deficiencies cited in student materials have been corrected. 
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